The course of instruction in Dental Colleges being admitted to be inadequate to the wants of our profession, we come at once to inquire what are the means for its extension and improvement ? Is it designed to increase the professorships in these institutions, thereby embracing a wider range of study ? But does not the present number of professors and demonstrators occupy the full time of the collegiate hours, and if so, where is room for others unless by the exclusion of some of the existing chairs ? Are some of these to give way for new ones ? What department, then, is it proposed to extend, the medical, or the dental ? Shall it be the former, and thus still further curtail the course in the latter which is already acknowledged to be "barely sufficient for giving instruction in practical and mechanical dentistry?" Or, in order to render this more thorough, shall the medical department be retrenched, thereby increasing the already too just cause for complaint on this score ? Take which ever horn of the dilemma you will, and it necessarily narrows down a department already too limited.
The only way to make any substantial improvement, is to extend the term of instruction. And this, it is believed, ought to be done, by prolonging the time of study a year, and includ- Such I believe will be the natural result of separate dental schools, without an extension of their present term of study. At first the medical professors will be excluded for practical dentists, who, though perhaps graduates in medicine, have, from special attention to a single branch, lost sight to the importance of general principles. Then the medical branches will be gotten rid of; and, as the clamor increases for practical and mechanical training, the theoretical branches will give way, and these institutions degenerate to workshops. If this were guarded against so as to maintain a medical character, the evils could scarcely be less ; mechanical dentistry would be forced to the goldsmiths for want of attention, and it would be apt to carry operative dentistry with it; leaving nothing worth cultivating which could not be equally cultivated in medical colleges.
Upon the other hand, suppose the course of instruction be extended, while yet dental surgery is kept isolated and disconnected from the general science; this separation could hardly fail to induce greater and still greater discrepancy in the mode of instruction of each; and this, as has been suggested, were but the prelude to separate modes of medical practice, resulting in a system of dentalized medicine; a sort of "new school" of practice, in hostile antagonism to the old system, and ending in discord and animosity alike detrimental to both.
That But the justification for a free discussion of this matter looks beyond the present and temporary effect upon empiricism, whether for good or ill. The motive object is the perfection of our science and the advancement of our profession?and, incidentally, the separation of the educated dentist from the charlatan by a broader line of demarkation.
We could not hide the imperfections of the present system of dental instruction if it were desirable to do so. It has been the continued complaint that the "better educated class of den- 
